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Abstract: 
While many institutions may have a repository without a campus or departmental open access 
(OA) policy, an OA policy often requires the institutional repository (IR) for implementation, as 
noted in Harvard’s guide to “Good practices for university open-access policies.” However, this 
relationship is sometimes misunderstood when using the IR to discuss the success or failure of 
an OA policy, similar to the discussion in Catherine Mitchell’s October 2016 blog post on 
repository metrics and open access policies.  When creating assessment models to evaluate 
the success of an IR or OA policy, it is crucial to understand the strengths and weaknesses of 
repository operation and campus culture.  The IR can generate useful metrics for understanding 
self-archiving practices by faculty, but it is increasingly being used as a stand-in for an OA 
policy’s overall success or failure. However, this interchange of IR metrics for OA policy success 
ignores local culture, institutional resources, and librarian practices that may play a larger role in 
repository deposits than the policy alone. Ignoring these factors prevents repository managers 
from learning how practices at other institutions can be translated to their own location.  
 
In this presentation, speakers use current scholarship on IR and collection holdings assessment 
models to tease apart elements useful for understanding the fluid components assumed within 
an open access policy.  By disentangling these elements, the speakers will highlight the 
strengths of these assessment models that can be used as part of, rather than in place of, a 
more holistic measurement of an OA policy.  The presentation concludes with a preliminary 
open access policy assessment instrument with the intent to generate discussion as to its utility 
across different institutions. 
 
